
United States Patent and Trademark Office 



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
United States Patent and Trademark Office 
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS 
P.O. Box 1450 

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1 450 
www.uspto.gov 



APPLICATION NO. 


FILING DATE 


FIRST NAMED INVENTOR 


ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. 


CONFIRMATION NO. 


09/888,471 


06/25/2001 


Ronald W. Bassett 


AUS920000714US1 


8675 



24033 7590 07/13/2005 

KONRAD RAYNES & VICTOR, LLP 

315 S.BEVERLY DRIVE 

#210 

BEVERLY HILLS, CA 90212 



EXAMINER 



PESIN, BORIS M 



ART UNIT 



PAPER NUMBER 



2174 

DATE MAILED: 07/13/2005 



Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding. 



PTO-90C (Rev. 10/03) 



' 1 

i 

utticq Action oiimmary 


Application No. 

09/888,471 


Applicant(s) 

BASSETT ET AL. 


Examiner 

Boris Pesin 


Art Unit 

2174 
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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MO NTH (S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 
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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 
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2a)(3 This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

This communication is responsive to the amendment filed 5/03/2005. 

Claims 1-5, 7-12, 21, 24-29, 31-36, 45, 48-53, 55-60, 69, and 72-78 are pending 
in this application. Claims 1,21, 25, 45, 49, and 69 are independent claims. In the 
amendment files 5/03/2005, Claims 1, 7, 8, 21, 25, 32, 45, 49, 55, 56, and 69 were 
amended and claims 73-78 were added as new. This action is made Final. 

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the Engiish language. 

Claims 1, 2, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 12, 25, 26, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32, 36, 49, 50, 52, 53, 54, 55, 
56, and 60 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Raff (US 
6785868). 

In regards to claim 1 , Raff teaches a method for accessing calendar information 
of users in a database for presentation by a personal information manager, comprising: 
maintaining scheduled event records for users within the database (i.e. "A method and 
system for synchronizing and using calendar information from a shared database." 
Abstract); maintaining information on shadowed events for a tracked entity (i.e. Figure 
15); providing from the database scheduled event records for a user and information 
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on shadowed events of at least one tracked entity, wherein the scheduled event 
records are capable of being scheduled at calendar times that overlap with scheduled 
shadowed events for the at least one tracked entity (i.e. Figure 15 and Figure 17); 
displaying information on the provided scheduled event records and shadowed events 
for a time period (i.e. Figure 15 and Figure 17), receiving user selection to provide a 
selected shadowed event with the user scheduled event records (i.e. Figure 16, 
element 600, by selecting the category the user is selecting shadowed events), and 
adding the selected shadowed event to the user scheduled event records in the 
database ("It is appreciated that while process 510 is being performed, multiple other 
portable computer system s can synchronize their respective default calendar 
information with the database 326. For instance, while the "wife" category calendar 
information is a non default category to computer system 100a, it is the default 
category for computer 100b. Therefore, when computer 100b connects to desktop 56, 
synchronization occurs between calendar information of the "wife" category that 
resides on computer 100b and database 326 of desktop 56. The same is true with 
respect to the computer systems 100c-100d for child2 and childl ." Column 14, Line 
27). 

In regards to claim 2, Raff teaches all the limitations of claim 1 . Raff further 
teaches a method of claim 1, comprising: displaying information on the shadowed 
events in a different manner than information on the scheduled event records for the 
time period is displayed (i.e. Figure 17). 
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In regards to claim 4, Raff teaches all the limitations of claim 1 . Raff further 
teaches the method wherein information on the shadowed events and scheduled event 
records are displayed in different calendar panel views (i.e. Figure 16, Element 615), 

In regards to claim 5, Raff teaches all the limitations of claim 1 . Raff further 
teaches the method comprising displaying further information on the shadowed event in 
response to user selection of the shadowed event (i.e. Figure 1 6, Element 61 5). 

In regards to claim 7, Raff teaches all the limitations of claim 1 . Raff further 
teaches the method further comprising displaying the information on the selected 
shadowed event as a scheduled event record (i.e. Figure 17). 

In regards to claim 8, Raff teaches all the limitations of claim 1 . Raff further 
teaches the method if the selected shadowed event is scheduled for a calendar time 
overlapping a calendar time of a scheduled event record, then overriding the scheduled 
event record for the overlapping time period with the selected shadowed event (i.e. 
Figure 17, the shadowed entries are listed under the specific time). 
In regards to claim 12, Raff and Tognazzini teach all the limitations of claim 1. Raff 
further teaches a method for maintaining a list of users in the database for which 
scheduled event records are maintained (i.e. Figure 15); and providing one shadowed 
event to each user in the list, wherein information on the provided shadowed event is 
displayed by each user on the list when displaying the user information on the 
scheduled event records and scheduled events (i.e. Figure 17). 

Claims 25, 26, 28, 29, 31 , 32, and 36 are in similar scope to claims 1,2,4, 5, 7, 
8, and 12 respectively; therefore they are rejected under similar rationale. 
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Claims 49, 50, 52, 53, 55, 56, and 60 are in similar scope to claims 1,2,4, 5, 7, 
8, and 12 respectively; therefore they are rejected under similar rationale. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

Claims 3, 27, and 51 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Raff (US 6785868) in view of Coleman et al. (US 6262732). 

In regards to claim 3, Raff teaches all the limitations of claim 2. Raff further 
teaches that information on the scheduled events are displayed as solid text. Raff does 
not teach a method wherein the information on the shadowed events is displayed as 
transparent text. Coleman teaches, "A "transparent note" such as annotation 31 8 may 
[be] added by clicking on button 308a. The annotation is contained within a transparent 
rectangular area which may be defined by clicking on image 312 to specify the upper- 
left corner of the rectangle and using a keyboard to enter desired text. Because of the 
transparent nature of this rectangular area, underlying features on page image 312 are 
visible." Column 8, Line 31 ). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the invention to modify Raff with the teachings of Coleman and include 
transparent text with the motivation to provide the user with more information on a 
limited display. 

Claim 27 is in similar context to claim 3; therefore it is rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claim 51 is in similar context to claim 3; therefore it is rejected under similar 
rationale. 
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Claims 9, 10, 11, 33, 34, 35, 57, 58, and 59 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over Raff (US 6785868) in view of Barnett et al. (US 6369840). 

In regards to claim 9, Raff teaches all the limitations of claim 1 . Raff does not 
teach a method wherein the scheduled shadowed event is an event for which payment 
must be received in order to attend the scheduled shadowed event. Barnett teaches, 
"In another embodiment, a link may be provided for making a purchase associated with 
a particular event. For example, if the event is a concert, a link to an on-line ticketing 
service maybe provided, for purchasing tickets to the concert. The link can be targeted 
to a particular event within an electronic commerce site that sells tickets, so that the 
user need not re-enter the particulars of the event in order to purchase tickets." Column 
14, Line 13). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention to modify Raff with the teachings of Barnett and include a method to pay 
for specific events with the motivation to provide the user with a convenient method of 
paying for events using a calendar system. 

In regards to claim 10, Raff and Barnett teach all the limitations of claim 9. Raff 
does not teach a method for displaying information enabling the user to selectively 
submit payment in order to attend the scheduled shadowed event. Barnett teaches, "In 
another embodiment, a link may be provided for making a purchase associated with a 
particular event. For example, if the event is a concert, a link to an on-line ticketing 
service maybe provided, for purchasing tickets to the concert. The link can be targeted 
to a particular event within an electronic commerce site that sells tickets, so that the 
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user need not re-enter the particulars of the event in order to purchase tickets." Column 
14, Line 13). 

In regards to claim 1 1 , Raff and Barnett teach all the limitations of claim 9. Raff 
further teaches a method wherein the shadowed event is a member of the set of events 
comprising: a theatrical production; movie; sporting event; entertainment; and public 
speaking engagement (i.e. Figure 18). 

Claims 33, 34, and 35 are in similar context to claims 9, 10, and 11 respectively; 
therefore they are rejected under similar rationale. 

Claims 57, 58, and 59 are in similar context to claims 9, 10, and 11 respectively; 
therefore they are rejected under similar rationale. 

Claims 21, 24, 45, 48, 69, and 72 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Raff (US 6785868) in view of Moon et al. (US 6064975). 

In regards to claim 21, Raff teaches a method for implementing a personal 
information manager in an electronic calendar device for a user, comprising: displaying 
scheduled records for a designated time period of the user in the electronic calendar 
(i.e. Figure 16); providing scheduled event records for the user and information on 
shadowed events of at least one tracked person, wherein the scheduled event records 
are capable of being scheduled at calendar times that overlap with scheduled 
shadowed events for the at least one tracked person (i.e. Figure 17); and displaying 
information on the provided scheduled event records and shadowed events for a time 
period (i.e. Figure 17). Raff does not teach a method for displaying location information 
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providing a current location of the tracked person provided by an electronic device with 
the tracked person transmitting location information. Moon teaches, "Home control 
button 77 is activated to indicate that location for which portable intelligent 
communications device 10 has been set as the home base of operation, Location 
control button 79 is activated to indicate the current location of portable intelligent 
communications device 10, and Context control button 81 is activated to indicate the 
location of a party with whom portable intelligent communications device 10 is having 
either a current conversation, if applicable, or the location of a party with whom portable 
intelligent communications device 10 most recently had a conversation (the term 
"conversation" including but not limited to voice, data, and white board communication)." 
(Column 5, Line 29). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to modify Raff with the teachings of Moon and include a method of 
tracking users with the motivation to provide the user with more precise information 
about the location of the user. 

In regards to claim 24, Raff and Moon teach all the limitations of claim 21 . Raff 
does not teach a method wherein displaying information on the shadowed events 
further comprises displaying contact information to enable the user to contact the 
tracked entity using communication capabilities of the electronic calendar device. Moon 
teaches, "Home control button 77 is activated to indicate that location for which portable 
intelligent communications device 10 has been set as the home base of operation, 
Location control button 79 is activated to indicate the current location of portable 
intelligent communications device 10, and Context control button 81 is activated to 
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indicate the location of a party with whom portable intelligent communications device 10 
is having either a current conversation, if applicable, or the location of a party with 
whom portable intelligent communications device 10 most recently had a conversation 
(the term "conversation" including but not limited to voice, data, and white board 
communication)." (Column 5, Line 29). 

Claims 45 and 48 are in similar rationale to claims 21 and 24; therefore they are 
rejected under similar rationale. 

Claims 69 and 72 are in similar rationale to claims 21 and 24; therefore they are 
rejected under similar rationale. 

Claims 73, 75, and 77 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Raff (US 6785868) in view of Tognazzini (US 5790974). 

In regards to claim 73, Raff teaches all the limitations of claim 1 . Raff further 
teaches a method wherein a conflict signal is not generated if at least one shadowed 
event record and scheduled event record for which the information is displayed are 
scheduled for overlapping calendar times (i.e. Figure 17, if there are overlapping events 
for the same time slot, the entries are just listed one after the other as illustrated in 
Figure 17). Raff does not teach a method wherein a conflict signal is generated if 
scheduled event records for one user are scheduled for overlapping calendar times . 
Tognazzini teaches, "FIG. 4C is a flow diagram showing the conflict resolution 
procedure executed by the agent 16b. The agent 16b prompts the user in step 240 
whether an alternate travel route is desired. If the user does not wish an alternate 
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route, the agent 1 6b then prompts the user in step 242 whether the personal calendar 
stored in the calendar memory 30b should be modified." Column 1 4, Line 1 ). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify 
Raff with the teachings of Tognazzini and include a method to notify a user of conflicting 
events with the motivation to provide the user a convenient method of altering the 
schedule incase there is a conflict. 

Claims 75 and 77 are in the same context as claim 73; therefore they are 
rejected under similar rationale. 

Claims 74, 76, and 78 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Raff (US 6785868) in view of view of Moon et al. (US 6064975) in 
further view of Tognazzini (US 5790974). 

In regards to claim 74, Raff teaches all the limitations of claim 1 . Raff further 
teaches a method wherein a conflict signal is not generated if at least one shadowed 
event record and scheduled event record for which the information is displayed are 
scheduled for overlapping calendar times (i.e. Figure 17, if there are overlapping events 
for the same time slot, the entries are just listed one after the other as illustrated in 
Figure 17). Raff does not teach a method wherein a conflict signal is generated if 
scheduled event records for one user are scheduled for overlapping calendar times . 
Tognazzini teaches, "FIG. 4C is a flow diagram showing the conflict resolution 
procedure executed by the agent 16b. The agent 16b prompts the user in step 240 
whether an alternate travel route is desired. If the user does not wish an alternate 
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route, the agent 16b then prompts the user in step 242 whether the personal calendar 
stored in the calendar memory 30b should be modified." Column 14, Line 1). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify 
Raff with the teachings of Tognazzini and include a method to notify a user of conflicting 
events with the motivation to provide the user a convenient method of altering the 
schedule incase there is a conflict. 

Claims 76 and 78 are in the same context as claim 74; therefore they are 
rejected under similar rationale. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 05/03/2005 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

The applicant argues: 

a. Raff does not disclose selecting a shadowed event. 

b. Changes to scheduled events or calendar information for users or other 
categories ... are not added to the default category in the database. 

c. There is no teaching in Barnett that a scheduled event is an event for 
which payment must be received. 

d. Moon does not teach or suggest the claim requirements of displaying ■ 
location information on a tracked person whose shadowed events are displayed with the 
scheduled events of the user. 
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In regards to argument (a), the Examiner disagrees. Raff teaches selecting a 
category. By doing so the user is indirectly selecting shadowed events. 

In regards to argument (b), the Examiner disagrees. The applicant argues that 
changes are not added to the default category in the database. However, the claim 
language does not recite adding changes to the default category. Furthermore, Raff 
teaches, "It is appreciated that while process 510 is being performed, multiple other 
portable computer system s can synchronize their respective default calendar 
information with the database 326. For instance, while the "wife" category calendar 
information is a non-default category to computer system 100a, it is the default 
category for computer 100b. Therefore, when computer 100b connects to desktop 56, 
synchronization occurs between calendar information of the "wife" category that 
resides on computer 100b and database 326 of desktop 56. The same is true with 
respect to the computer systems 100c-100d for child2 and childl." (Column 14, Line 
27). 

In regards to argument (c), the Examiner disagrees. Barnett teaches, "In another 
embodiment, a link may be provided for making a purchase associated with a particular 
event For example, if the event is a concert, a link to an on-line ticketing service 
maybe provided, for purchasing tickets to the concert. The link can be targeted to a 
particular event within an electronic commerce site that sells tickets, so that the user 
need not re-enter the particulars of the event in order to purchase tickets." Column 14, 
Line 1 3). If the user does not buy a ticket, he cannot attend the event. 
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In regards to argument (d), the Examiner disagrees. The Examiner uses the 
Moon reference to solely teach, "a method for displaying location information providing 
a current location of the tracked person provided by an electronic device with the 
tracked person transmitting location information" and not "displaying location information 
on a tracked person whose shadowed events are displayed with the scheduled events 
of the user" as stated by the applicant. The combination of Raff and Moon teaches 
displaying location information on a tracked person whose shadowed events are 
displayed with the scheduled events of the user. One cannot show nonobviousness by 
attacking references individually where the rejections are based on combinations of 
references. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re Merck & 
Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 1986). 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Boris Pesin whose telephone number is (571) 272-4070. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday except every other Friday. 

If attempts to reach. the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine Kincaid can be reached on (571) 272-4063. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the-Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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